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REMARKS 

This is a full and timely response to the outstanding Advisory Action mailed 
Ajjril 5, 2006. Reconsideration and allowance of the application and presently 
pe: iding claims are respectfully requested. 
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Response to Rejection of Claims 12 and 24 Under 35 U.S.C. 5 1 12, First 



Claims 12 and 24 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, First Paragraph for 
allegedly not providing an enabling disclosure. In particular* the final Office Action 
questions how the specification fails to provide an enablement of the subject matter of 
claims 12 and 24 regarding transferring a location of data. In the Advisory Action, it 
sufegests that a limitation should be added to claims 12 and 24 to further indicate that 
fhi : remote location is accessible from a user at the destination. Accordingly, to 
ad|/ance prosecution, the claims have been amended to included similar language and 
fof at least this reason, the rejection of the claims should be withdrawn. 

Response to Rejection of Claims Under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) 
Claims 1-11, 13-23, and 25-41 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 02(e) as 
being anticipated by Schwartz (U.S. Patent Application Publication 2002/0199114 Al). 
Applicant respectfully traverses the rejections. 

It is axiomatic that "[anticipation requires the disclosure in a single prior art 
reference of each element of the claim under consideration." W. L. Gore & Associates, 
In j. v. GarlocK Inc., 721 F.2d 1540, 1554, 220 USPQ 303, 313 (Fed. Cir. 1983). 
11 erefore, every claimed feature of the claimed invention must be represented in the 
apjplied reference to constitute a proper rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 

In the present case, not every feature of the claimed invention is represented in 
tht Schwartz reference. Applicant discusses the Schwartz reference and Applicant's 
cliims in the following. 



a. Applicants 1 claims 

In general, Applicants' claims are directed to at least one embodiment, among 
otters, where a transmission device 1 00 attempts to transmit data to a destination, that is 
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pre tected by a firewall 20. The transmission device 100 searches for an address of the 
firewall 20 (that is protecting the destination) that will allow the data to pass to the 
destination. 

b. Schwartz Reference 

In general, Schwartz teaches embodiments where a transmission device is 
prcjtected by a firewall and the transmission device attempts to locate an address of the 
fin wall (that is protecting the transmission device) that will allow a connection to be 
established with the firewall 20 for outside communications. 

Accordingly, Schwartz discusses how non-traditional devices generally do not 
haie interfaces for configuring the devices for communications with a local firewall. 
S& *. para. 0024. Schwartz also discusses how it is necessary for information to be 
"tr insfenred from the non-traditional devices across from the LAN 311 through the 
fir' wall 310 [which services the non-traditional devices] to a destination." See Figure 3 
anfi para. 0025. Schwartz further discusses how devices often use DHCP to obtain a 
locjal IP address for communicating, but that the device may also be configured 
manually to communicate with the local firewall. Otherwise, an approach of trying 
different addresses may be used. See para. 0026. Schwartz also discusses that a 
cofmection with a local firewall must be established before communications with 
entities on the other side of the firewall are possible. See para. 0027. Schwartz iurther 
dijeusses that a device may sniff packets on a local network to attempt to determine an 
ad|lress and port of a firewall on the local network that allows external communications 
beyond the firewall. See para. 0034. 



c Claim 1 

As provided in independent claim 1, Applicant claims: 

A method of transmitting data across a firewall, the method 
comprising: 

receiving a request to transmit data to a destination at a 
remote network; 

searching for a firewall associated with the destination at the 
remote network, the firewall being configured to prohibit 
communication to the destination via a primary communication 
protocol and allow communication to the destination via a secondary 
communication protocol; 
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if the firewall is detected, automatically configuring the data 
for communication with the secondary communication protocol; and 
transmitting the data to the destination by utilizing the 
secondary communication protocol, wherein the request to transmit 
the data to the destination comprises a primary address of the 
destination related to the primary communication protocol and a 
secondary address of the destination related to the secondary 
communication protocol. 

(Ejnphasis added). 

Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 1 is allowable for at 
ledst the reason that Schwartz does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least "receiving a 
re< uest to transmit data to a destination at a remote network," "searching ibr a firewall 
asi ociated with the destination at the remote network," "if the firewall is detected, 
auomatically configuring the data for communication with the secondary 
communication protocol," and "wherein the request to transmit the data to the 
destination comprises a primary address of the destination related to the primary 
co nmunication protocol and a secondary address of the destination related to the 
se ;ondary communication protocol," as recited and emphasized above. 

Rather, Schwartz discloses at most a system for configuring a device to 
co nmunicate through a firewall on a local network, where the device is also located 
or the local network- See paras. 0024-0025. See Figure 3 devices 312, 314, and 
firewall 310). Schwartz fails to teach or suggest searching for a firewall associated 
wi th a destination at a remote network. 

Schwartz also states that "if an address and/or port does not yield a successful 
co nnection, then the next time the device will select the most likely address and port 
5C 6, it may not include the unsuccessful port." See para. 0032. "It is to be understood 
it select most likely address and port 506 is based upon a database of addresses and 



MB, 



pc rts and that this database changes." See para. 0032. Therefore, Schwartz fails to 
te; ich or suggest that a request to transmit data includes a primary address of the 
de stination that is used if a firewall is not detected and a secondary address of the 
destination that is used if a firewall is detected, as described in the claim. Rather, 
Schwartz uses whatever port the non-traditional device discerns is most likely to 
es ablish a connection with the local firewalL As such, Schwartz fails to teach or 
su ^gest that a request to transmit data includes a primary address and a secondary 
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adpress of a firewall associated with a destination . As previously indicated, Schwartz 
te< ches that a local device is configured to operate with a local firewall by attempting 
diferent addresses for the local firewall. No where does it teach or suggest 
attempting to communicate with a firewall associated with a destination at a remote 
network in a manner described by the claim. 

For at least these reasons, Schwartz fails to anticipate claim 1, and the 
rejection of claim 1 should be withdrawn. 

d. Claims 2 and 4-13 

Because independent claim 1 is allowable over the cited art of record, 
debendent claims 2 and 4-13 (which depend from independent claim 1) are allowable 
as a matter of law for at least the reason that the dependent claims 2 and 4-13 contain 
all the steps and features of independent claim 1 . For at least this reason, the rejection 
oflclairns 2 and 4-13 should be withdrawn. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing reasons for allowability of 
cliims 2 and 4-13, these claims recite further features and/or combinations of features 
(a is apparent by examination of the claims themselves) that are patentably distinct 
&( m the cited art of record. Hence, there are other reasons why these dependent claims 
an$ allowable. 

Accordingly, the rejections to these claim* should be withdrawn. 



e. Claim 14 

As provided in independent claim 14, Applicant claims: 

A system for rerouting the transmission of data to avoid a 
firewall, the system comprising: a transmission device configured to 
search for a firewall protecting a destination at a remote network, 
the firewall at the remote network being configured to prohibit 
communication to the destination via a primary communication 
protocol and allow communication to the destination via a secondary 
communication protocol, the transmission device is further configured 
to, upon detection of the firewall, automatically configure the data 
for communication over the secondary communication protocol and 
transmit the data by utilizing the secondary communication 
protocol, wherein the transmission device is further configured to 
receive a request to transmit the data to the destination and the 
request comprises at least the following: a primary address and a 
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secondary address of the destination, the primary address being 
related to the primary communication protocol and the secondary 
address being related to the secondary communication protocol and 
wherein the transmission device i$ further configured to, upon not 
detecting the firewall, transmit the data to the destination by 
utilizing the primary communication protocol. 

(E nphasis added). 

Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 14 is allowable for at 
lefst the reason that Schwartz does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least a 
tra emission device configured to "search for a firewall protecting a destination at a 
rej aote network/' "upon detection of the firewall, automatically configure the data for 
co nmunication over the secondary communication protocol and transmit the data by 
utrizing the secondary communication protocol," and "wherein the transmission 
de dee is further configured to receive a request to transmit the data to the destination 
an 1 the request comprises at least the following: a primary address and a secondary 
ad tress of the destination, the primary address being related to the primary 
co: nmunication protocol and the secondary address being related to the secondary 
co: nmunication protocol and wherein the transmission device is further configured to, 
up >n not detecting the firewall, transmit the data to the destination by utilizing the 
pti inary communication protocol," as recited and emphasized above. 

Rather, Schwartz discloses at most a system for configuring a device to 
co: nraunicate through a firewall on a local network, where the device is also located 
on the local network. See paras. 0024-0025 and Figure 3 (e.g., devices 312, 314, and 
fir iwall 310). Schwartz fails to teach or suggest searching for a firewall protecting a 
de; filiation at a remote network. 

Schwartz also states that "if an address and/or port does not yield a successful 
connection, then the next time the device will select the most likely address and port 
50' i, it may not include the unsuccessful port." See para. 0032. "It is to be understood 
the t select most likely address and port 506 is based upon a database of addresses and 
poits and that this database changes." See para. 0032. Therefore, Schwartz fails to 
tea ;h or suggest that a request to transmit data includes a primary address of the 
dei tination that is used if a firewall is not detected and a secondary address of the 
des tination that is used if a firewall is detected, as described in the claim. Rather, 
Scl wartz uses whatever port the non-traditional device discerns is most likely to 
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esi ablish a connection with the local firewall. As such, Schwartz fails to teach or 
su ;gest that a request to transmit data includes a primary address and a secondary 
ad iress of a firewall associated with a destination. As previously indicated, Schwartz 
tei ches that a local device is configured to operate with a local firewall by attempting 
dij ferent addresses for the local firewall. Accordingly, no where does it teach or 
su ggest attempting to communicate with a firewall associated with a destination at a 
rei note network in a manner described by the claim. 

For at least these reasons, Schwartz fails to anticipate claim 14, and the 
rejection should be withdrawn. 

f. Claims 17-28 

Because independent claim 14 is allowable over the cited art of record, 
dependent claims 17-28 (which depend from independent claim 14) are allowable as a 
nu tter of law for at least the reason that the dependent claims 17-28 contain all the 
elc raents and features of independent claim 14. For at least this reason, the rejection 
ofplaims 17-28 should be withdrawn. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing reasons for allowability of 
cU ims 17-28, these claims recite further features and/or combinations of features (as 
Lpparent by examination of the claims themselves) that are patentably distinct from 
cited art of record. Hence, there are other reasons why these dependent claims are 
allowable. 

Accordingly, the rejections to these claims should be withdrawn. 

g. Claim 29 

As provided in independent claim 29, Applicant claims: 

A transmission device configured to transmit data to a 
destination, the transmission device comprising: 

means for transmitting the data to the destination at a remote 
network by utilizing a secondary communication protocol; 

means for searching for a firewall at the remote network, the 
firewall being configured to prohibit communication to the 
destination by a primary communication protocol and allow 
communication to the destination via the secondary communication 
protocol; 
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means for automatically configuring the data for 
communication for the secondary communication protocol upon 
detecting tlte firewall; and 

means for receiving a request to transmit the data to the 
destination, wherein the request comprises at least the following: 

a primary address and a secondary address of the destination, 
the primary address being related to the primary communication 
protocol and the secondary address being related to the secondary 
communication protocol. 

(Erjiphasis added). 

Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 29 is allowable for at 
lea t the reason that Schwartz does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least "means for 
searching for a firewall at the remote network, the firewall being configured to 
pre hibit communication to the destination by a primary communication protocol and 
all< w communication to the destination via the secondary communication protocol," 
M m sans for automatically configuring the data for communication for the secondary 
coi imunication protocol upon detecting the firewall," and "means for receiving a 
rec uest to transmit the data to the destination, wherein the request comprises at least 
th€ following: a primary addre$$ and a secondary address of the destination, the 
prinary address being related to the primary communication protocol and the 
sec ondary address being related to the secondary communication protocol," as recited 
ant . emphasized above. 

Rather, Schwartz discloses at most a system for configuring a device to 
coj umunicate through a firewall on a local network, where the device is also located 
on the local network. See paras. 0024-0025 and Figure 3 (e.g., devices 312, 314, and 
fir jwall 310). Schwartz fails to teach or suggest searching for a firewall at a remote 
ne work in the manner described in the claim* 

Schwartz also states that "if an address and/or port does not yield a successful 
co mection, then the next time the device will select the most likely address and port 
50 3, it may not include the unsuccessful port." See para. 0032. "It is to be understood 
thi t select most likely address and port 506 is based upon a database of addresses and 
po ts and that this database changes." See para. 0032. Therefore, Schwartz fails to 
te*ch or suggest that a request to transmit data includes a primary address of the 
de ;tination that is used if a firewall is not detected and a secondary address of the 
de jtination that is used if a firewall is detected, as described in the claim. Rather, 



-15- 
PAGE 18/22 * RCVD AT 5/1 1/2006 1 1:07:20 AM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-5/21 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:7709510933 * DURATION (mm-ss):07-20 



05/11/2006 11:13 7709510933 



THOMAS, KAYDEN 



PAGE 



Serial No.: 10/091,740 
Art Unit: 2132 

Set war tz uses whatever port the non-traditional device discerns is most likely to 
est iblish a connection with the local firewall. As such, Schwartz fails to teach or 
suj gest that a request to transmit data includes a primary address and a secondary 
ad( ress of a firewall associated with a destination. As previously indicated, Schwartz 
tea ;hes that a local device is configured to operate with a local firewall by attempting 
dif ierent addresses for the local firewall. Accordingly, no where does it teach or 
suj gest attempting to communicate with a firewall associated with a destination at a 
rei tote network in a manner described by the claim. 

For at least these reasons, Schwartz fails to anticipate claim 29, and the 
rejection should be withdrawn. 

h. Claims 30 and 33-34 

Because independent claim 29 is allowable over the cited art of record, 
dq>endent claims 30 and 33-34 (which depend from independent claim 29) are 
all >wable as a matter of law for at least the reason that the dependent claims 30 and 
33|34 contain all the elements and features of Ladependent claim 29. For at least this 
reason, the rejection of claims 30 and 33-34 should be withdrawn. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing reasons for allowability of 
claims 30 and 33-34, these claims recite further features and/or combinations of 
fee tures (as is apparent by examination of the claims themselves) that are patentably 
disinct from the cited art of record. Hence, there are other reasons why these 
de] indent claims are allowable. 

Accordingly, the rejections to these claims should be withdrawn. 

i. Claim 35 

As provided in independent claim 35, Applicant claims: 

A data transmission program stored on a computer-readable 
medium, the transmission program comprising: 

logic configured to facilitate the transmission of data to a 
remote network by utilizing a secondary communication protocol; 

logic configured to search for a firewall at the remote 
network, wherein the firewall is configured to prohibit 
communication to a recipient device at the remote network via a 
primary communication protocol and allow communication via the 
secondary communication protocol; and 
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logic configured to automatically configure communication 
for the secondary communication protocol upon detecting the 
firewall; and 

logic configured to receive a request to transmit the data to 
the recipient device, the request comprising of at least the following: 
a primary address and a secondary address of the recipient device, 
the primary address being related to the primary communication 
protocol and the secondary address being related to the secondary 
communication protocol. 



(Ei iphasis added). 

Applicant respectfully submits that independent claim 35 is allowable for at 
leak the reason that Schwartz does not disclose, teach, or suggest at least "logic 
configured to search for a firewall at a remote network, wherein the firewall is 
coi figured to prohibit communication to a recipient device at the remote network via 
a Arimary communication protocol and allow communication via the secondary 
coipnunication protocol," "logic configured to automatically configure 
communication for the secondary communication protocol upon detecting the 
firewall," and "logic configured to receive a request to transmit the data to the 
rec pient device, the request comprising of at least the following: a primary address 
anc a secondary address of the recipient device, the primary address being related to 
the primary communication protocol and the secondary address being related to the 
sec ;>ndary communication protocol," as recited and emphasized above. 

Rather, Schwartz discloses at most a system for configuring a device to 
coi ttnunicate through a firewall on a local network, where the device is also located 
on the local network. See paras, 0024-0025 and Figure 3 (e.g., devices 312, 314, and 
fin wall 310). Schwartz fails to teach or suggest searching for a firewall at a remote 
net vork in the manner described in the claim. 

Schwartz also states that "if an address and/or port does not yield a successful 
cor nection, then the next time the device will select the most likely address and port 
50( , it may not include the unsuccessful port," See para. 0032. "It is to be understood 
tha select most likely address and port 506 is based upon a database of addresses and 
poxts and that this database changes." See para. 0032. Therefore, Schwartz fails to 
tea ;h or suggest that a request to transmit data includes a primary address of the 
des ination that is used if a firewall is not detected and a secondary address of the 
des ination that is used if a firewall is detected, as described in the claim. Rather, 
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Sc twartz uses whatever port the non-traditional device discerns is most likely to 
esi ablish a connection with the local firewall As such, Schwartz fails to teach or 
su jgest that a request to transmit data includes a primary address and a secondary 
ad iress of a firewall associated with a destination. As previously indicated, Schwartz 
tez ches that a local device is configured to operate with a local firewall by attempting 
dij ferent addresses for the local firewall. Accordingly, no where does it teach or 
su >gest attempting to communicate with a firewall associated with a destination at a 
rei lote network in a manner described by the claim. 

For at least these reasons, Schwartz fails to anticipate claim 35, and the 
rej action should be withdrawn. 

j. Claims 37 and 39-41 

Because independent claim 35 is allowable over the cited art of record, 
dependent claims 37 and 39-41 (which depend from independent claim 35) are 
all >wable as a matter of law for at least the reason that the dependent claims 37 and 
41 contain all the features of independent claim 35. For at least this reason, the 
sction of claims 37 and 39-41 should be withdrawn. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing reasons for allowability of 
claims 37 and 39-41, these claims recite further features and/or combinations of 
fee tures (as is apparent by examination of the claims themselves) that are patentably 
dis tinct from the cited art of record. Hence, there are other reasons why these 
dependent claims are allowable. 

Accordingly, the rejections to these claims should be withdrawn. 
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CONCLUSION 

In light of the foregoing amendments and for at least the reasons set forth 
abt>ve, Applicant respectfully submits that all objections and/or rejections have been 
., rendered moot, and/or accommodated, and that the pending claims are in 
for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and allowance of the present 
application and all pending claims are hereby courteously requested. If, in the opinion 
Examiner, a telephonic conference would expedite the examination of this matter, 
Examiner is invited to call the undersigned agent at (770) 933-9500. 

Respectfully submitted, 



tra versed, 
co idition 



of he : 



harles W. Grtggers ty5 



Charles 
Reg. No. 47,283 
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